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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-10, 12, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by US Patent No. 5,758,259 (Lawler). 

As to claim 1, Lawler teaches a program guide apparatus (electronic program 
guide, col. 6 lines 11-21) for displaying information about a broadcast program on a 
program guide display (video display set 18 - figure 1, col. 3 lines 32-37), comprising: a 
priority degree (viewer history correlation, col. 8 lines 56-62) calculating device for 
calculating priority degrees of programs (each user group, i.e. personal, household, 
national, and critics, has a different criterion count values, viewer history correlation is 
calculated by summing up all the criterion counts that applies to a program under each 
user group, col. 7 line 62 - col. 8 line 3, col. 8 line 63 - col. 9 line 19); and a display 
device for, on the basis of the calculated priority degrees of said programs, arranging 
and displaying program cells of the programs on a program guide display screen of a 
predetermined time range (figure 3B shows a list of preferred program according to 
different user group, i.e. personal preference, household preference, etc., in a given 
period of time, the program with the highest viewer history correlation value is then 
chosen to be the preferred program for the user group, col. 4 lines 43-49, col. 9 lines 
12-18). 
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As to claim 2, Lawler teaches a program guide (electronic program guide, col. 6 
lines 1 1-21) apparatus for displaying information about a broadcast program on a 
program guide display (video display set 18 - figure 1, col. 3 lines 32-37), comprising: a 
priority degree (viewer history correlation, col. 8 lines 56-62) calculating device for 
calculating priority degrees of programs (each user group, i.e. personal, household, 
national, and critics, has a different criterion count values, viewer history correlation is 
calculated by summing up all the criterion counts that applies to a program under each 
user group, col. 7 line 62 - col. 8 line 3, col. 8 line 63 - col. 9 line 1 9; and a display 
device for, in the order of the calculated priority degrees, arranging and displaying 
program cells of the programs on a program guide display screen of a predetermined 
time range (figure 3B shows a list of preferred program according to different user 
group, i.e. personal preference, household preference, etc., in a given period of time, 
the program with the highest viewer history correlation value is then chosen to be the 
preferred program for the user group, col. 4 lines 43-49, col. 9 lines 12-18). 

As to claim 3, Lawler teaches that a display device displays visibly said programs 
that overlap one another in time (figure 3B shows a list of preferred program according 
to different user groups, i.e. personal preference, household preference, etc., the 
programs for each user groups are shown within the same time period). 
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As to claim 4, Lawler teaches that a list display device for displaying a list of 
programs which overlap a program cell selected by a user in time (figure 3B shows a list 
of preferred program according to different user groups, i.e. personal preference, 
household preference, etc., each program is shown in a 30 minutes or 1 hour cell). 

As to claim 5, Lawler teaches that a display device displays a classification axis 
(user groups, figure 3B), which is provided in a different direction from a time axis in 
said program guide display screen, and by each classification in said classification axis, 
arranges and displays said program cells on the program guide display screen of the 
predetermined time range (figure 3B, time axis is shown as the first row and the user 
groups are shown as the first column). 

As to claim 6, Lawler teaches that the priority degree calculating device 
calculates the priority degrees of said programs on the basis of a predetermined 
operation history (criterion count - table 2, col. 7 line 62 - col. 8 line 3) of a user (the 
viewer history correlation is calculated by adding up the appropriate criterion count for a 
program, col. 8 line 63 - col. 9 line 1 8). 

As to claim 7, Lawler teaches that the priority degree calculating device 
calculates the priority degrees of said programs on the basis of a view history (the 
preferred programming is selected according to the viewing histories of individual, 
household, national, and critics, col. 9 lines 28-49). 
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As to claim 8, Lawler teaches that the display device determines the program 
cells (figure 3B, cells for personal, household, national and critics references) to be 
arranged and displayed on said program guide display screen on the basis of a relative 
relation among the priority degrees of a plurality of programs (the highest viewer history 
correlation value program is picked and display on the appropriate cell - figure 3B, col. 
8 line 63 -col. 9 line 18). 

As to claim 9, Lawler teaches that the display device determines the program 
cells to be arranged and displayed on said program guide display screen on the basis of 
a relation with a reference priority degree provided in advance (the criterion counts are 
determined periodically by the central control node, col. 9 lines 20-26). 

As to claim 10, Lawler teaches that the reference priority degree can be 
arbitrarily set (the criterion counts are determined periodically by the central control 
node, col. 9 lines 20-26). 

As to claim 12, Lawler teaches that the classification is broadcasting medium of 
said programs (figure 3C, col. 5 lines 21-31). 

As to claim 14, Lawler teaches a program guide method of displaying information 
about a broadcast program on a program guide display, comprising the processes of: 
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calculating priority degrees of programs (each user group, i.e. personal, household, 
national, and critics, has a different criterion count values, viewer history correlation is 
calculated by summing up all the criterion count that applies to a program under each 
user group, col. 7 line 62 - col. 8 line 3, col. 8 line 63 - col. 9 line 19); and arranging 
and displaying program cells of the programs on the program guide display screen 
(video display set 18 - figure 1, col. 3 lines 32-37) of a predetermined time range 
wherein the program whose priority degree is higher should be preferentially displayed 
(the program with the highest viewer history correlation value is chosen to be the 
preferred program for the user group, col. 7 line 62 - col. 8 line 3, col. 8 line 63 - col. 9 
line 19). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 5,758,259 (Lawler) as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of US 
Patent No. 5,589,892 Knee et al. (Knee). 

Considering claim 1 1 , Lawler disclosed a system as mentioned above. Lawler 
does not teach that the classification is a genre of program. 
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In an analogous art, Knee teaches a listing by the genre of programs (figure 19, 
col. 19 lines 8-29). By listing the programs according to the genres, i.e. movies, sports, 
news, and children, the user can search the available contents and categorize the 
information by content for purposes of displaying it by genre. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Lawler's system to provide listing by genres of 
program, as taught by Knee, for the advantage of searching the available contents and 
categorizing the information by content for purpose of displaying it by genre. 

5. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 5,758,259 (Lawler) as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of US 
Patent No. 6,704,028 (Wugofski). 

Considering claim 13, Lawler has disclosed a system as mentioned above. 
Lawler does not teach that the classification is user of the program guide apparatus. 

In an analogous art, Wugofski teaches a system that displays the list by users 
(69e - figure 5, col. 6 lines 24-43). The user can quickly select one of the priority 
programs from any one of the priority lists for the users. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention is made to modify Lawler's system to display the program lists by 
users, as taught in Wugoski, for the advantage of selecting one of the priority programs 
from any one of the priority lists for the users. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent No. 5,801 ,747 (Bedard) teaches a method and apparatus for 
monitoring television viewing activity to determine preferred categories of programming 
and preferred channels of a viewer. US Patent No. 6,353,444 (Katta et al.) teaches a 
user interface apparatus that receives a user operation of an electrical device and 
notifies the electrical device of the instruction to execute an action according to the user 
operation predicts at least one action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gary Au whose telephone number is (571) 272-2822. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8am-4pm Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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